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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to communications filed on September 23, 2005. 
Claims 1-36 are pending in the case. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed September 23, 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that "Hansen does not disclose modes in columns 9- 
11, but does disclose commands under the edit menu (col. 10, lines 14-30). Commands - such as 
"new and "open " - are not mode", See page 13: lines 6-8; a recitation of the intended use of the 
claimed invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the 
prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior 
art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

In this case, since "a mode" can be understood and normally defined as "a particular 
functioning arrangement or condition ", so even if Hansen does indeed disclose commands under 
the edit menu as Applicant's argued, the "new" and "open" commands are still operating under 
different modes; i.e., "new mode" and "open mode", and thus it meets the claims. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
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generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and/« re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 
In this case, Hansen discloses different commanding modes, including an update configuration 
mode (col. 10: lines 14-30) for configuring a network device; Bogia discloses different timing 
options for updating a system configuration; and Chen discloses a system and method for 
optimizing configuration parameters. Hansen, Bogia, and Chen teach analogous arts, relating to 
updating a system configuration for reconfiguring/optimizing a system, thus it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize Bogia' s 
method in Hansen's system, motivated by the need to be capable to change/update the systems' 
configuration remotely, and similarly, utilize Chen's method in the combination of Hansen and 
Bogia' s system, motivated by the desire to derive the most optimized system. 

Similarly, Jones teaches updating configuration file, thus it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize Jones' technique of 
controlling the actions of a network target in the combination of Hansen, Bogia, and Chen 
system, motivated by the need to coordinate configuration changes/updates. 

Similarly, Gold teaches a method for system (hardware) configuration and data backup 
and recovery, thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize Gold's method of recovery hardware configuration in the 
combination of Hansen, Bogia, and Chen's system, motivated by the need to coordinate 
configuration changes in order to avoid prolonged system outages and substantial data loss. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35 U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office Action. 

Claims 1, 16-17, 19-20 , 32-33 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Hansen (US 6,772,204). 

As shown in Figures 1 -9, Hansen discloses a method of updating a system configuration 
comprising: 

presenting (displaying) a plurality of selections (e.g., pull-down menus or pull-down 
menu bar) for updating a system configuration from predetermined mode (e.g., "file", "edit", 
"network", "window", "help"); 

receiving (selecting) a selected mode (e.g., "file", "edit", "network", "window", "help"); 

and 

executing the selected mode (e.g., if "file" mode is selected, available file commands are 
displayed, i.e., "new", "open", "save", "save as", "print", "print setup", and "exit"; col. 9: line 61 
-col. 11: line 17). 

Regarding claims 17 and 33, Hansen also discloses a storage system (6), (col. 5: lines 50- 

53). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. Claims 2-5, 18, 21-23 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hansen, in view of Bogia (US 2002/0198975), and further in view of Chen et 
al (US 5,819,030), herein after Chen. 
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Regarding claims 2, 18, 21, and 34, Hansen discloses a method of updating a system 
configuration comprising substantially all the claimed limitations, except the predetermined 
modes also comprising a schedule queued mode, a queued mode, and an optimized mode. 

As shown in Figure 2, Bogia teaches the predetermined modes comprise an immediate 
mode, a scheduled queued mode, and a queued mode (para 0015). 

Hansen and Bogia disclose analogous arts, relating to system and method of updating a 
system configuration, thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to utilize Bogia's method in Hansen's system, motivated by the 
need to be capable to change system's configuration remotely. 

However, the combination of Hansen and Bogia does not call for the predetermined mode 
including an optimized activation mode. 

As shown in Figures 1-5, Chen discloses an optimized activation mode (abstract). 

The combination of Hansen and Bogia, and Chen teach analogous arts, relating to system 
and method of updating a system configuration, thus it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize Chen's method in the 
combination of Hansen and Bogia's system, motivated by the desire to derive to the most 
optimized system. 

Regarding claims 3 and 22, the combination of Hansen, Bogia, and Chen also teaches the 
immediate mode comprising the steps of receiving a configuration change request from a user; 
and activating the change request immediately (Hansen: col. 1 1 : lines 1 8-23; and Bogia: para 
0015). 
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The combination of Hansen and Bogia, and Chen teach analogous arts, relating to system 
and method of updating a system configuration, thus it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize Chen's method in the 
combination of Hansen and Bogia's system, motivated by the desire to derive to the most 
optimized system. 

Regarding claims 4-5, 23 and 35, the combination of Hansen, Bogia, and Chen the 
scheduled queued mode comprising the steps of receiving configuration changes from a user; 
queuing all the change requests; and activating the change requests at a predetermined time 
(Bogia: para 0015). 

The combination of Hansen and Bogia, and Chen teach analogous arts, relating to system 
and method of updating a system configuration, thus it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize Chen's method in the 
combination of Hansen and Bogia's system, motivated by the desire to derive to the most 
optimized system. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
5. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Hansen, in view of Bogia, further in view of Chen, and further in view of Jones et al (US 

5,771,381), hereinafter Jones. 

The combination of Hansen, Bogia, and Chen discloses substantially all the claimed 

limitations, except the predetermined time is relative to a triggering event. 
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As shown in Figures 1-7, Jones teaches predetermined time is relative to a triggering 
event, i.e., as the user logging off (col. 14: lines 43-61). 

The combination of Hansen, Bogia, and Chen, and Jones teach analogous arts, relating to 
system and method of updating a system configuration; thus it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize Jones' technique of 
controlling the actions of a network target, motivated by the need to coordinate configuration 
changes. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. Claims 8-9 and 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hansen, in view of Bogia, and further in view of Jones. 

The combination of Hansen and Bogia discloses substantially all the claimed limitations, 
i.e., receiving configuration change requests from a user; and queuing the configuration change 
requests upon receiving a triggering event comprising at least one of the user manually activating 
the change requests and n the user enabling an immediate mode (Hansen: col. 11: lines 18-23; 
and Bogia: para 0015). 

However, the combination of Hansen and Bogia does not call for activating the 
configuration change request upon the user logging off. 

As shown in Figures 1-7, Jones teaches predetermined time is relative to a triggering 
event, i.e., as the user logging off (col. 14: lines 43-61). 

The combination of Hansen and Bogia, and Jones teach analogous arts, relating to system 
and method of updating a system configuration; thus it would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize Jones' technique of 
controlling the actions of a network target, motivated by the need to coordinate configuration 
changes. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. Claims 10 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hansen, in view of Bogia, further in view of Chen, and further in view of Gold et al (US 
6,701,450), hereinafter Gold. 

The combination of Hansen, Bogia, and Chen discloses substantially all the claimed 
limitations, i.e., receiving a configuration change request from a user; determining the optimized 
mode; and activating the change request (Hansen: col. 11: lines 18-23; Bogia: para 0015; and 
Chen: abstract). 

However, the combination of Hansen, Bogia and Chen does not call for determining if a 
system is in a disaster recovery mode, and activating the change request if the system is in a 
disaster recovery mode. 

As shown in Figures 1-5, Gold teaches determining whether a system is in disaster 
recovery mode and activate proper response to restore the computer system (abstract). 

The combination of Hansen, Bogia, and Chen and Gold teach analogous arts, relating to 
updating system configuration, thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to utilize Gold's method of recovery in the combination of 
Hansen, Bogia, and Chen's system, motivated by the need to coordinate configuration changes in 
order to avoid prolonged system outages and substantial data loss. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 11-15 and 27-3 1 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

See Previous Office Action for Reason for Allowance. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Van Kim T. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-3073. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung, can be reached on 571-272-3939. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Van Kim T. Nguyen 

Examiner 
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